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1 . The Art Unit location of your application in the USPTO has changed. To aid in 
correlating any papers for this application, all further correspondence regarding this application 
should be directed to Art Unit 2617. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/26/06 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Regarding claim 1, Applicant argues that Hull does not disclose or suggest the step of" 
automatically retrieving", however the examiner respectfully disagrees. Based on the claimed 
limitation there is no clear indication as to how the "automatically retrieving" occurs. In fact, 
after a careful review of the Applicants reference the examiner respectfully notes that the term 
"automatically/automatic" does not appear in the specification. Based the written limitation Hull 
teaches in response to various events paragraph 0019 and 0026 where at least the processor 
provides the automatic retrieval. Furthermore, even if in response to a manual input the 
processor could automatically perform the process based on various software/Hardware 
programmed features and still read on the claimed limitation "automatically retrieving" as 
written. The Applicant specification does not provide what the Applicant has identified as 
"Automatically retrieving " clearly in order to overcome the prior art. 
1 . In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., The Applicant 
argues that Hull does not explicitly state that these different types are all stored in the same 
message log so that they can be retrieved and displayed in response to identifying a particular 
correspondent) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in 
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light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In 
re Van Gems, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Hull teaches including a plurality of prior communications events with the identified 
correspondent (page 2, paragraphs (0019) & (0023)), the prior communications events including 
a plurality of event types (page 2, paragraph (0023)). 

Regarding Claim 15 with respect to the above argument, in response to applicant's argument that 
Hull does not teach a communications event handler for identifying a correspondent in response 
to a communications event and for automatically retrieving [etc], a recitation of the intended 
use of the claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention 
and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the 
prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 
Therefore, rejection is proper 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly ovmed at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hull et al. (US PAT. 
No 20030034878) in view of FUJINO et al. (20010012347). 

Regarding claim 1, Hull et al teaches a method of processing a communication event in a 
mobile device (100, figure 1) having a user interface (103, 105, figure 1), the method comprising 
of identifying a correspondent (sender's identity) associated with the communication event 
(message, see page 2, paragraph (0019)), automatically retrieving (col. 2, paragraph (0046), lines 
6-8) - allowing the user to access stored message from a communication event database, a 
communication event history associated with the identified correspondent (page 2, paragraphs 
(0026) & (0027))-where the user may send or access message, the communication event history 
(message log, 213, figure 2) including a plurality of prior communications events with the 
identified correspondent (page 2, paragraphs (0019) & (0023)), the prior communications events 
including a plurality of event types (page 2, paragraph (0023))., and displaying (103, figure 1) 
the retrieved communications event history of the identified correspondent using the user 
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interface (105, figure 1) of the mobile device (213, 214, figure 2, page 2, paragraphs (0023) & 
(0019)). 

FUJINO et al teaches from a communication event database, a communication event history 
associated with identified correspondent (page 3, paragraph (0034)). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hull et al to include a plurality of prior communications 
events with the identified correspondent, the prior communications events for the purpose of 
giving the user the advantage to determine the context of the communication event (abstract). 

Regarding claim 2, Hull et al discloses wherein the step of identifying where other related 
data may store in the processing unit (Page 2, paragraph (0026)). 

But, Hull et al does not specifically disclose where the limitation is preceded by the step 
of determining a communication event type for the communication event. 

However, FUJINO et al. teaches the preceding by the step of determining a 
communication event type for the communication event referring to a signal where the segment 
to the mobile device determine where the next segment is signaled to the mobile device (page 2 
& 3, paragraph (0034). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hull et al to determine how to identify the corresponding step 
without the communication event occurring for the purpose of handling a communication event 
in a mobile device. 

Regarding claim 3, Hull discloses wherein the determined communication event type of 
the communications event is selected from a list including telephony based voice communication 
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events (210, figure 2, page 3, paragraph (0028) & (0040)), e-mail communications events (page 
2, paragraphs (0025) & (0040)), short messaging service communications event (page 2, 
paragraph (0025)) and v^reless application protocol communications event (page 2, paragraph 

(0023)). 

Regarding claim 4, Hull et al wherein the communications event is an incoming 
communications event (102, figure 1), and further including the step of receiving the incoming 
communications event (208, figure 2) prior to identifying the correspondent (page 2, paragraphs 
(0019) & (0026)). 

Regarding claim 5, Hull et al. discloses wherein the plurality of event types include at 
least two of a telephony based voice communications event type (210 figure 2, page 3, 
paragraphs (0028) & (0040)), an e-mail communication event type (page 2, paragraphs (0025) & 
(0040)), a short messaging service communications event type (page 2, paragraph (0025)) and a 
wireless applications protocol communications event type (page 2, paragraph (0023)). 

Regarding claim 6, Hull et al discloses further including the step of adding the incoming 
communications event to the communications event history in the communications event 
database (209 figure 2, page 2, paragraphs (0023) & (0026)). 

Regarding claim 7, Hull et al discloses wherein the step of receiving an incoming 
communications event includes one of: receiving a telephony based phone call (page 3, 
(0029)); receiving an incoming email message (page 2, paragraph (0025))., and receiving an 
incoming shod messaging service (SMS) message (page 2, paragraph 
(0025)). 
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Regarding claim 8, Hull et al discloses wherein the step of identifying the correspondent 
includes one of: extracting a phone number from call display information (page 3, paragraph 
(0028), extracting an email address from the header of an email message (page 3, paragraph 
(0028)), and extracting an originating address from a SMS message (page 3, paragraph (0028)). 

Regarding claim 9, Hull et al discloses wherein the step of identifying fiirther includes 
cross referencing one of the extracted phone number, the extracted email address, and the 
extracted originating address with entries in an address book accessible to the mobile device 
(418, figure 4, page 3, paragraph (0028)). 

Regarding claim 10, Hull et al discloses ftirther including a step of controlling the user 
interface to provide the user with communications event handling options (111, 127, figure 1, 
page 2 & 3, paragraph 10027)). 

Regarding claim 11, Hull et al discloses wherein the step of controlling the user interface 
includes providing the user an option to either ignore or answer an incoming telephony based 
call (page 2 & 3, paragraph (0027 J). 

Regarding claim 12, Hull et al. ftirther including the step of updating the communications 
event database to reflect a status of the incoming call (page 4, paragraph (0040)). 

Regarding claim 13, Hull et al discloses wherein the step of displaying communications 
event handling options includes displaying the option to either read or ignore one of the 
incoming email message and the incoming SMS message (page 5, paragraph (0055)). 

Regarding claim 14, Hull et al discloses further including the step of updating the 
communications event database to reflect the status of one of the incoming email message and 
the incoming SMS message (page 5, paragraphs (0056) & (0057)). 
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Regarding claim 15, Hull et al discloses a mobile device, comprising: a transceiver for 
transmitting and receiving communications events (102, figure 1)., a communications event 
database for storing a plurality of communications event histories (110, figure 1), each of the 
plurality of communications event histories being associated with one of the plurality of 
correspondents (211, figure 2), a communications event handler for identifying a correspondent 
in response to a communications event and for automatically retrieving the associated 
communications event history for the identified correspondent (page 2, paragraphs (0019J & 
(0026)) , and a user interface for displaying the communications event history of the identified 
correspondent (page 2, paragraph (0023)). 

Regarding claim 16, Hull et al discloses wherein the communications event handler 
includes a communications event type identifier for identifying the type of the communications 
event from a list including telephony based voice communications events (page 3, paragraph 
(0028)), e-mail communications events (page 3, paragraph (0028)), shod messaging service 
communications event and wireless applications protocol communications event (page 2, 
paragraph (0025)). 

Regarding claim 17, Hull et al discloses wherein the user interface is a display, and the 
communications event handler includes a display controller for controlling the display to display 
the retrieved communications event history (111, figure 1, page 2 & 3, paragraph 10023)). 

Regarding claim 18, Hull et al discloses wherein the communications event handler 
includes a correspondent identifier for identifying the correspondent of an incoming 
communications event (page 2, paragraph (0026)), 
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Regarding claim 19, Hull et al discloses wherein the correspondent identifier is connected 
to the transceiver for receiving call display information (page 2, paragraph (0027)), and includes 
means for identifying the correspondent of an incoming communications event based on the 
received call display information (pages 3 & 4, paragraph (0038)). 

Regarding claim 20, Hull et al discloses wherein the correspondent identifier includes an 
address book interface for cross-referencing the received call display information with entries in 
an address book accessible to the mobile device to identify the correspondent (page 3, paragraph 
(0028), and pages 3 & 4, paragraph (0038)). 

Regarding claim 21, Hull et al discloses wherein the correspondent identifier includes 
header parsing means for parsing the header of one of a received email message and a received 
SMS message to extract an originating address (page 3, paragraph (0035)), and includes means 
for identifying the correspondent of an incoming communications event based on the extracted 
originating address (page 3, paragraph (0028)). 

Regarding claim 22, Hull et al discloses wherein the correspondent identifier includes an 
address book interface for cross referencing the extracted originating address with entries in an 
address book accessible to the mobile device to identify the correspondent (418, figure 4, page 3, 
paragraph (0028)). 

Regarding claim 23, Hull discloses wherein the communications event handler includes a 
user interface controller for controlling the user interface to provide a user with communications 
event handling options (111, figure 1, pages 2 & 3, paragraph (0027)). 
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Regarding claim 24, Hull discloses wherein the communications event handler includes 
means for updating the communications event database to reflect the status of an incoming call 
(pages 2 & 3, paragraph (0027)). 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles Shedrick whose telephone number is (571)-272-8621 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8:00AM-4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kincaid Lester can be reached on (571)-272-7922. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Charles Shedrick 
AU 2617 

September 4, 2006 



LESTER G. KINCAID 
SUPERVISORY PRIMARY EXAMINER 



